File No. Ao Committee ltem No.____ "}
Board ltem No._ 01

COMMITTEE/BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
AGENDA PACKET CONTENTS LIST

Committee BUDGET AND FINANCE Date 1/27110

Board of Supervisors Meeting Date 02/ 09/ 1 O

Cmte Board

Motion

Resoclution

Ordinatice

Legislative Digest

Budget Analyst Report
Legislative Analyst Report
Introduction Form (for hearings)
Department/Agency Cover Letter and/or Report
MOU

Grant Information Form

Grant Budget

Subcontract Budget
Contract/Agreement

Award Letter

Application

Public Correspondence

L
m
Oooao” Iﬁ@ﬂﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ

{Use back side if additional space is needed)

N> O 2 >

Compieted by:___ Gail Johnson Date 1/22/10
Completed by: ALB Date ({é}qi{“{ (s}

An asterisked item represents the cover sheet to a document that exceeds 25
pages. |he complete document is in the file.

Packet Contents Checklist ) ‘ 5/16/01

308


amoses
Text Box
02/09/10

amoses
Text Box
01


X

N

31s



—

© 0~ P e B W

or I Ll B A - T« T o IR TR TR +; SRS - S S A e

FILE NO. y;}:?bi’t l ORDINANCE NQ.

[Accept-Expend Federal Grant and Amendment to the Annual Saia'fy Ordinance, FY 2009-
2010.]

Ordinance authorizing the Department of the Environment (SF Environment) fo accept’

. and expend a grant in the amount of $80,000 from the US Environmental Protection

Agency-Region 9 to research and develop a new protocol for ENERGYSTAR in
Multifamily High-rise residential and mixed-use buildings -and amending Ordinance
Number 183-09 to reflect the addition of one (1) grant funded position at the

Department of the Environment.

Noie: Additions are single-underling itulics Times New Roman,
: deletions are strikethrough italiesTimes-New-Roman.
Board amendment additions are double underlined.

Board amendment deletions are strikethrough-normal,

Be i ordained by the People of the City and County of San Francisco:
Section 1. Findings

Based upon evaluation of responses to an Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9
Request for Proposals in the area of Poliution Prevention and Scurce Reduction, SF
Environment's Green Building program was selected to be the recipient of $80,000 fo
develop a new protocol for ENERGYSTAR in Muliifamily High-rise residential and mixed-use
buildings; and, | o |

This project will advance capacily in the high-rise muitifamily residéntial building sector

to increase efficiency in the use of raw materials, energy and water.

This project supporfs the City and County of San Francisco’s Climale Action Plan goa!
of reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions related to the building sector, as high-rise multifamily
buildings are one of the dominant building types in the City and County of San Francisco with
more under development.

Department of the Environment ; 4 wipaX"V/ tsov Dufb b
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This project supports California’s aggressive goals of reducing greenhouse gas
emissions under the AB32 Climate Change Initiative scoping plan.
This project will have a larger national impact due to its creation of best practices, thus

ensuring San Francisco’s reputation as an international leader on environmental issues.

Section 2. Ahthorization to Accept and Expend Funds.

The Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes the Department of the Environment to
accept and expend on behalf of the City and County of San Francisco $80,000 in funds from
the US Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 to research and develop a new protocol
for ENERGYSTAR in Multifamily High-rise residentiat and mixed-use buildings.

The Department of the Environment is further authorized to furnish whatever additional

information or assurances the funding agency may request in connection with this grant, and

to execute any and all agreements necessary to carry out the purpose of the grant. L

The granf budget includes provision for indirect cost of $5,926.
The term of the US Environmental Protection Agency-Region 9 grant is from November

1, 2009 through October 31, 2011 and requires a match of $4,211.

Section 3. Grant-funded Positions; Amendment to FY 2009-2010 Annual Salary
Ordinance. - |
The hereinafter designated sectiohs and items of Ordinance N0.183~09 (Annual Salary
Ordinance, FY 2009-2010) are hereby amended to ADD ONE (1) position in the Depaﬂment
of the Environment, and reads as fo!lows: '
Department: ENV-22
Program: CIR — GREEN BUILDING
Department of the Environment - cTT e e J\
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Subfund: 2S5-ENV-GNC

index Code: 220155

Amendmer}'t Number of Posttions:

Class an_d ltem No.:

Compensation Schedule:

| Add 1 42% FTE

G022 Public Serv. Aid.

$1,405 B $1,405

APPROVED A3 TO FORM:
DENNIS J. HERRERA, City Attorney

By: b Mwy C%/W

Thomas Owsen
Deputy C/{L{ Attorney

APPROVED: @/&M//Z/‘

Gavin Nawsom
Mayor

APPROVED: /,%::

A2r- Ben Rosenfield
Controller

Recommended:

ol Fgee

Jared Blurflerifeld, Director
Department of the Environment

Department of the Environment

APPROVED AS TO CLASSIFICATION

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES

Micki Call ahaa
Director
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TO: Angela Calvillo, Clerk of the Board of Supervisors

FROM: The Department of the Environment
DATE: 10/27/09
SUBJECT: Accept-Expend Federal Grant and Amendment to the

Annual Salary Ordinance

GRANT TITLE: ENERGY STAR in multi-unit high rise buildings

Attached please find the original and 4 copies of each of the following:

_X_ Proposed Ordinance; original signed by Department, Mayor, Controller, City
Attorney, Human Resources

_X__Grant information form, including disability checklist
_X_ Grant budget |
_X__ Grant application

_X_ Grant award letter from funding agency

_X Other (Explain): Legisiative Checklist
Special Timeline Requirements:

Departmental representative to receive a copy of the adopted ordinance:
Name: Shawn Rosenmoss : Phone:415-355-3746
Interoffice Mail Address:

Certified copy required Yes [ ] No X

(Note: certified copies have the seal of the City/County affixed and are occasionally required by
funding agencies.. In most cases ordinary copies without the seal are sufficient). ‘
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Legisiative Checklist to be submitted with all supporting materials for items
scheduled on a Commiitee Consent Calendar

Board of Supervisors File Number: : .

Department: Environment

Department Contact: Shawn Rosenmoss

Contact Phone Number: 415-355-3746

Type of Legislation on Consent Calendar:

o amendments to the City Code that have no fiscal impact and have not been
subjected to the 30-day rule provided in Rule 5.41 (which governs amendments to
the City Code that have been determined by the President to create or revise major
City policy);

a  specific authorizations to sell bonds;

the refunding of bonds when done only to achieve lower interest rates and cost
savings for the City;

authorizations for the acceptance of gifts;
authorizations for the acceptance and expenditure of grant funds;

authorizations for renewing property leases, with no significant changes in the
terms of the lease (the implementation of COLAs is not considered a significant /
change in the terms of a lease); ;

o supplemental appropriations that onty involve non-General Fond monies or re-
appropriate funds that have been previously appropriated by the Board of
Supervisors;

B releases of reserves under $500,000;

0 other items that the Committee Chair and the Budget Analyst agree do not require
a Budget Analyst's review and report.

Description: This resolution authorizes the Department of the Environment (SF Environment)
to accept and expend a grant in the amount of $80,000 from the Environmental Protection
Agency Region 9 and amend Ordinance Nuraber 183-09 to reflect the addition of one (1) grant
funded position at the SF Environment to work with key nonprofit organizations and housing
develapers to research and develop a new protocel for a ENERGYSTAR in Mutifamily High-rise
resideniial and mixed-use buildings, an emergent segment of the residential building stock that
has yet to implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYSTAR homes. -
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Legislative Checklist
Page2 of 2

Presentation of Budgetary Information to Board Committees in Conformance with

Budget Analyst Reference Guide

U0 o000 e

Summary budget information included

Position Detail Information (included in budget)

Equipment Detail Information

Capital/Facilities Improvement Project Information
Consultant/Confractor Expenditures and Selection Processes
Written explanation and justification for budget request.

Information provided in Conformance with Budget Analvst Reference Guide for

the following:

L2

OO0 00 ¢ DB

Amendments to City Code (Administrative Code, Municipal Code, Health Code,
etc.)

Issuance of Debt (i.e., Bonds)

Gifts to the City

Grants (authorization to apply for, accept and expend)

Property Leases ~ City as Lessor

Property Leases — City as Lessee

"Proposition J" Contracts (City contractors under Charter Section 10. 104)
Releases of Reserves :

Supplemental Appropriations

Memoranda of Understanding (MOU) and other Agreements

Other Information Provided:
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File Number;
{Provided by Clerk of Board of Supervisors)

Grant Information Form
{Effective January 2000}

AT

Purpose: Accompanies proposed Board of Supervisors Ordinance authorizing a Department fo amend the
Armual Salary Ordinance and accept and expend grant funds.

The following describes the grant referred to in the accompanying Ordinance:
1. Grant Title: ENERGYSTAR in Multi-Unit Highrise Buildings
2. Department: Department of the Environment City and County of S8an Franclseo (SF Environment)
3. Contact Person: Shawn Rosenmoss Telephone: 415-355-3746
4, Grant Approval Status (check one}.
[X 1 Approved by funding agency I Not yet approved
5. Amount of Grant Funding Approved or Applied for: $86,000

Ba. Matching Funds Required: 5% of total budget, which is $4,211
b. Source(s} of matching funds (if applicable): Existing salary for SFE Commercial Green Building Manager

7a. Grant Source Agency: Envirorrmentai Protection Agency-Region 9
b. Grant Pass-Through Agency (if applicable): none

8. Proposed Grant Project $ummary:

The ENERGYSTAR/IAP Mutifamily Highrise PHlot is a collaboration of SF Environment, and the County of
Alameda’s Green Building Program (a program of Stopwaste.org) to work with nonprofit organizations and
housing developers to research and develop a new profocol for a ENERGYSTAR in Mutifamily High-rise
residential and mixed-use bulldings, an emergent segrment of the residential building stock that has vet to

implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYSTAR homes. Results will be used to inform
San Francisco developers of better energy efficiency practices.

9. Grant Project Schedule, as allowed in approval documents, or as proposed:
Start-Date: November 1, 2009 End-Date: October 31, 2011

10. Number of new positions created and funded: 1 part time 9922 position

11. if new positions are created, explain the disposition of employees once the grant ends? Employees hired
info this position will understand that it is grant-funded and specific to the project and will end when grant
funding ends.

12a. Amount budgeted for contractual services: § 32,947
b. Will contractual services be put out to bid?

SF Environment will provide a sub-award of $23,847, which will not be put out {o bid because one of the grant
requirements of the funding source is that SFE partner with Green Building in Alameda County: a Program of(
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Stopwaste.org, which represents the Alameda County Waste Management Authority and Source Reduction &
Recycling Beard.

A smaller amount of fundihg {$9,000) will be provided to a contractor who was awarded a Professional
Services Confract with the City Whlch was enlered info through standard City procedures for procurement of
services.

c. ¥ so, will contract services help to further the goals of the department’'s MBE/WBE
requiremenis? Yes,
d. Is this Ikely to be a one-lime or ongoing request for contracting out? One-time

13a. Does the budget include indirect costs? [X] Yes [1No
b1, ifyes, howmuch? $§ 5926
b2, How was the amount calculated? It is the percentage of the {otal budget that would be approved by the
funding agency
¢. If no, why are indirect costs not included? _
{1 Not allowed by granting agency [ ] To maximize use of grant funds on direct services
[ 1 Other (please explain): '

14. Any other significant grani requirements or commanis:

**Disability Access €§§seckiist*”“‘_
15. This Grant is intended for activities at {check all that appiy).
[ X] Existing Site(s)

[
{ 1 Rehabilitated Sile{s} f
[} New Site(s) {

X] Existing Structurs(s} X1 Existing Program(s) or Service(s)
] Rehabilitated Structure(s) [ ] New Program(s) or Service{s)
1 New Structure(s)

16. The Departmental ADA Coordinator and/or the Mayor's Office on Disability have reviewed the proposal
and concluded that the project as proposed will be i compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and
all other Federal, State and local access laws and regulations and will allow thé {ull inclusion of persons with
disabilities, or wilt require unreasanable hardship exceptions, as described in the comments seciion:

Comments;

Departmental or Mayor's Office of Disabllity Reviewer: (\7&(’ W

{(Name}

Diats Reviewed: / / / ‘7/ 9‘5/?

- Department Approval: Sha 0Senmoss Manager of Grants and Fundraising
, (Name) {Title)
v

o
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SFE Requiret
{iPersonel Notes  [Narrative EPA grant {Match Total Project
This position will be employed for a set amouni of hours
totally 42% of full-fime 9922 for the two years of the grant.
Coordinafe day to day grant aclivifies, reporiing, identify
pilot projects, provide technical assistance, markat
Grant funded 42%FTE  [program, integrale Pilols fo GreenPolnt Rated, define and
Green Bullding  lfortwo  [publish ESHRMF Participation and Verification criteria
Assoclate 9822 years Reporting and Eval $ 30,568 § 30588
i Oversee grant and project, evaluation. Maltch required by
Green Bufiding funding source (5% of total project budgel) is part of
Manager 5642 regular salary S 42411% 4,211
TOTAL
Personnel $ 305681%§ 421118 34,778
Fringesjat 28% 028§ 8,559 $ 8,550
TOTAL ‘
Personnel with
fringes $ 39127 % 421118 4333
liContractipariners
1Green Buitding in EPA grant funding is dependent on working with another
Alameds Counfy incal government agency with similar high rise building 4
types as San Francisco. Idenfify pilot projects, provide N
Karen technical assistance, market pilot program, integrated
Kho GreenPoint Rated, work with pariners fo define and
publish ESHRMF Parficipation and Verification criteria for
Healher | » Energy Verfication Services
Larson $ 23947 $ 230471
Technical assistanca. Existing contractor was hired
Consultant through standard City procurement processes § 8000 $ 8,000
TOTAL
Consultant § 32847 $ 2847
Travel
2 staff, fus! and lodging. Small conferences $ 2,000 § 2000 H
TOTAL Travel $ 2000 $ 2000 jl
{IProject SubTotal $ 7407413 421118 78285
linéirec% AL 8% 008§ 502617 $ 5,926
JIPROJECT GRAND TOTAL $ BODOCIS 421118 8421
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S Environment Proposal 1o the EPA: Funding QppdBO-CPPT9948

Eniradnoction

The green building programs of the Sae Francisco Department of the Bavitonment (SF Eavirorment) and
Stopwaste.ory are requesting fmding to introduce the EPA"s National High-rise Muliifunily BNERGY
STAR® {(HRMFES} program and Indoor Alr Plus (AP} program to the significant number of high-rise
muitifanily projects within dir jurisdictions, promoting enetgy and resource convervation and
enhancing “wehan ini" and "climate-sast” development practices leading o reduced GHG endssions
ansl healthier indooy environments.

‘This project addresses the EPA-RY Foliation Prevention/Sowrce Redustion criteria by sdvancing capacity
B £he high-rise multifamily residentisl bullding sector ko increase efficiency in the use of raw naterials,
energy and water. Thig 1.5-year project afigns with the EPA's strafegic pisn in four primary targets
sveas, and specifically hieips achieve the goal & sedues BTU consumption.

This Califorsie-bmsed project will have a larger national impact due {0 best praciioss in collaboration
with pre-existing locat, state, and national green buildingfenergy officiency initketives while specificaliy
addressing Sxe Region 9 pricrity foeus area of "RESIDENTIAL Buildings & Construction.”

The lead agency in the projest, SF Envirvsment, has been charged with develuping and suppordng
envirenmental actions and programs thronghout the City and County of San Francises, In 2004, San
Franeiseo heeame the first tooal govenument 0 have ite greenhouse gas erndssions certified by the
Calffornia Climate Actoy Regisiry.

in sddition o is policy work, $F Fovironmeot opsrates programs and services targeting the rumicipal,
commywerciat atdd residential sectors. i

*  SF Baviremment's Private Sector Green Building Frogran Jeads developicnt and Implenwatation
of comumercis! and residential groen buliding requirements and initiatives 1 raduce energy, water
and other rescurge use in bulidings, sud provide healthy indoor environments. Key setivities
include gollghorating with ofher departmegits on baplementation of e City's private seclor geen
Building ordinance, and providing techuuical assistance, education, sud matket rnsformation
strategic mpport to ndustry stakebolders, ‘

+ The Bnergy and Clinmte Program has operated energy efficiency programs seaching over 9008
Yamsinesses and handreds of multi-fanily buildings, reduciag the citywitle loag by over I8 MW
and {5 crently Begianing o néw 510.5 pillion pragrsm to reduce another 8 MW and over
IHH00 therms, The BEnenpy and Climate group wes instrumental {e developing the City's
Llectrivity Resourcs Plan,

o The Clenn Afr Program’'s goaly sre to reduce ale pollution resulting From both mobile and
stationpry sourves and to Improve enesgy security taough redusing dependence on imporied oil.
It achieves these goals by minknizing vehicle tips snd miles didver, and promoting advanced
sechoologies in trunsportation azd non-petroleam based fucls.

+  $an Francises is also the saly municipality ix the counly fat has 2 program dedicated 1o
envircumental justice. §F Environment's Huvironmental Justice Program prinsasiiy serves fhe
City's Beyview Honters Polnt and Potcese Bl neighborhoods s aitigate e enviranmental
effects of power plants in those commmanites.

*  SF Enviroproentis a national leader in Wasie Thversion, helping San Frasciseo to achieve 2
diversion rate of 72% for 2007, sad is commitied to achieving the Cily"s Zero Waste targetin
2026,

# The Toxies Redustion Frogram seeks io improve the guallty of heman ealth and the exvironment
by providing inbomation and servives i0 vesideats, busizesses snd City agencies fo mduse the use
of toxic chereals 2ad properly manage hazardows waste.

Lo hitedtin) fage 1 of 10

S¥ Environmtont Proposul to the A Fundine Oun BHO-OPPT.06.08

Stopwasie.org rapresents the Alameda County Waste Manzgement Auiliority and Sewrce Redustion &
Recysling Board operating a5 one public agoncy. Since 1976, Stupwaste.org has spearbeaded source
redustion and recycling programs in Aluneds County. Although ity focus is Jocal, over te vears
SesWasie.org has carned 2 sational reputation. as 4 feader in developing innovative waste mensgenent
sed pesouse conservation proprams. The agenty™s core masion is B reduse the waste stream in
Alamueds Covnty. Green ballding is about reducing wiste; wasted energy, wasted water, wasted saturat
resources, wasted building materials.

Conventiona! buthding and remodeling practiocs use a lot of natural resources and oreate o Iot of waste. In
fct, debeds from building construction sad demoelition sccounts for mors fhan 22% of the muterdals
disposed in California®s landfiile. Tu teduce this waste, Green Building in Alameds County (o
Stopwaste.org progra) provides residents, construction fndustry professionals and peblie agencies with
2 wide range of green tndlding resonrces and services. Is resourses, luding the Residential Green
Building Guidelines, Ureen Product Directory, Professional Training camieuiumn, and model
Copstructivs std Deraolition and Green Butlding {rdinances are aow used iraughout the state of
California. Altof its eehusdeal work, such as the Residential Green Budlding Guidelines and the
guantifications from the GPR climide calcdator, remaing i the public domain and is avaflable for
downioad free un its website.

Ower twoethirds of Stopwaste.crg’s program budget is slloestsd to direct saember agency services,
Inchuding policy sssistenss, technical assistasce and srants for public or public-benefit building projects.
The remaining one third of is available to sponsor trainings, develop toals Guch as the High-tise
Multifasly Buflding Profect), and condact consumer outreach. Qut of tie approximately $i8 miflion
angual budget, $1.5M i spesificaily allscated o groen building, The High-sise Multibmily Building
project will be based on geeen buiiding resources that sre abready in place. In 2004 Green Building in
Aamada County developed Multifsmily Greon Building Guidelines, (he most compreheasive guide to
greening mullifandly buildings, which kave chatacioristios of both single-family residential and
commerelal buikiings, The GreenFoint Rated proaram hos been miing new nulifunily projects siuee its
itrception, based on the strategies in the Guidelines, and thiy project will ensure &= optitisl applivation &
the High-rise Multifomily nnrket sector. .
GreeaPoint Rated {GPR), 2 progratn adinindstered by Build ¥t Orsen, i highly regarded sround the
sonlry Because it serves 23 4 mode! of publivptivate partaensdp for narket trnsfotanstion, falss
serves v 2 model progran: tiat responds o State gpecific palicies whils complernenting und
caltzbrorating with naticsal effurts nadenvay such ag LEED for Homes, ‘While GPR 1z California
spevifie, the boprovestient and expansion of this progras Is replicable throughout the country and hias
maitonal impact through program colizbomation.

Eavironmental Results Past Performence/ Programmatic Capability

SF Bnvironment i$ 2 frly aniaue smeniocipal department in that it receives no funding from Ge City's
Gienerat Fund and refies on-agzressive fundraising activities fo muek s program gonts. A kigh
parcentage of its 3158 annual budget is derived from grants snd contracts awarded by federal and siate
sgencies.

Past Grant Activity

SF Enviromment has received several graots from the BPA and DOE. Additionalty, SF Enviromsest
received seversl slate grants that mirror the gize and scope of this groposal, For all grangs, 8F
Envirornent has maintaised scourate, Hiely reporting in cormpliance with each particular assistaie
sgreewent. Fedetal grant agressnents inglude the following:

1G£28/2009 Page kol 10
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SF Environment Proposal to the EPA: Funding Cpp.#HQ-OPPT-09-08

Solar America Initiative-Dept of Ene 00,000, V/0T-current
Grant is to remave barriers to solar instalfations in the City. Grants objectives are being met and all
reporting is on time.

LEED/GreenPR rant-Ee Tyt nt Manager(s} ~ Timonie He

MNovember 2003 - November 2006 Award Arnount - $25,000 plus additionat $15,000

Grant was to provide LEED (Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design) and green building
training to City design professionals in preparation for LEED Silver Ordinance which required LEED on
municipal construction projects, as well as to develop GreenPRINT, a database to track municipal green
building projects, which is used to report on the cumulative environmental performznce to the City and
County of San Francisce. The grant was subsequently extended with additional funding to perform
cutreach on the database to other municipalities and agencies such as universities that are tracking
several LEBD projects at the same time. Grant requized quarterly reports on the progress and
advancement of grant goals. All reports have heen submitted and all grant outcomes and outpuis met.

Dental Mercury Grant-EPA R9 Source Reduction Grant Mapager(s) - John Katz

October 2003 - October 2006 Award Amount - $51,500

This grant was provided to provide outreach and education on the proper disposal of dental mercury, to
keep it out of San Francisce Bay. All objectives were met and included items such as providing mereury
fitters for dentai offices, holding outreach events for dental staff and producing educational materials.
Al grant deliverables for this project have been completed. The progress on the grant was reported to the
grant managers through period emails and phone conversations and formal wpdates through serni-annial
grant reports. In addition, all information gathered and lessons leamt through this project were presented
at various regional workshops (WRPPN, Dental Symposinm} and decumented on the websites

Green Hospital Grant-EPA RS Sonres Reduction _Grant Manager(s) - Wendi Shafir

{October 2004 - October 2008 Avward Aot - $30,000

This project consisted of developing support and materials fer “greening” locat hospitals, All goals and
objectives of the project were met. The Grant Manager receives regular program updated through emails
and phone calls. The Grant Manager also attends the workshops hosted for the looal hospitals and isa
part of the advisory group that helps to plan roundtables. In addition, SF Environment has submitted the
semi-annual reports in a timely fashion,

Program Staff

Rich Chien is the Private Sector Green Bullding Coordinater with the City and County of San
Francisco’s Department of the Enviromment. Working clesely with government agencies, indusry
professionals, and nonprofits, Mr. Chien provides ontreach, technical assistance, and develops policy
initiatives to green cornmercial and residentizl buildings in Sae Francisco, Most recently he led an
industry stakeholder process to develop and pass the City's groundbreaking green building code for new
construction. Prior to joining the department, Mr. Chien was a city planner for the City of Heyward, and
practiced architecture, construction, and LEED/sustainability consulting in Bay Area design firms. Richk
received a B.A. in Urban Planning/Environmentai Design from University of California, San Diego, and
an M. Arch from the San Francisco Institute of Architectare.

Barry Hooper, Private Sector Green Building Speclalist with SF Environment, contributes to
outreach, incentive program design and delivery, and the implementation of public policies in the City's
efforts to improve the performance of the built enviroament. Prior to joining San Francisco, Barry served
as (reen Building Coordinator for the City of San Jose, providing technical suppert for public and
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private sector construction projects, and managed the Silicon Valley Energy Watch educational program.
He served on the City of Santa Cruz Green Building Working Group, has been a member of the USGBC
NCC sinee 2003 and contributed to development of USGBC branches in Monterey and Silicon Valley,
He holds master's degrees from UC Santa Barbara in Geography as weil as Environmental Science &
Manzgement. Barry is a LEED Accredited Professional and a Build It Green Certified Green Building
Professional,

Karen Kho joined Stopyaste.org’s Green Building Program in 2003, and manages a number of green
buitding projects in both the residential and commercial sectors. Karen brings nearly a decade of
professional experience, with an emphasis on environmental advocacy, comemunity development and
transportation policy. She was previcusly involved with the development of sustainable city policies for
Urban Ecology, management of grants for the federal Empowerment Zones program, and development of
tegislation and regulations at the federal level, 1S Department of Agriculture and US department of
Transportation, and regional level, Karen holds 2nd & Bachelors Degree in Development Studies from
U.C. Berkeley, and eamed 2 Master’s degree in City Planning from the Massachusetts Institute of
Technology.

Heather Larson joined Stepwaste.org’s Green Building Program in 2008, and manages consultant -
coniracts for residential green buiiding program development. She contributes technical oversight to
green building guidelines and design assistance projects, and to energy cost-effectiveness studies that
inform local policy and green building program threshelds. Current responsibilities include development
oversight of GreenPaint Rated for Multifamily Bxisting Homes. Prior to joining Stopwaste.org she
served as the Project Manager for the California ENERGY STAR{r) Multifarnily New Homes Program
{sponsored by PG&E & SCE) and worked as a building science energy efficiency analyst on Title 24
Codes and Standards Enhancement (CASE) projects. In the Utility Program Manager tole she
represented IOUs o US EPA regarding CA High-rise Multifamily ENEGY STAR® New Homes Pilot;
provided verification, building energy simulation and life-cyele cost analysis for mixed-use high-rise
projects; conducted trainings and facilitated design meetings on energy efficient building design and
technologies, and buflding energy standards. Heather received 2 BA in Architecture from U.C Berkeley
and a2 Master of Design Science in Sustainable Destgn from the University of Sydney in Australia.

‘Work Plan .

The strategy for this project is three fold; 1) develop the High-rise Multifamily ENERGY STAR
(HRMFES) and Indoor Afr Plus Muitifamily (JAPMF) programs’ criteria for the California market; 2}
imptement the eriteria in a limited number of pilot projects in San Francisco and Alameda Counties; 3)
integrate the criteria to loca¥/regional Green Building and Utility programs for wide-scale adoption and
matket penetration.

Because high-rise multifamily is one of the dominant building types of high density infifl projects in the
Bay Area, the green building programs of the San Francisco Department of the Environment (SFE) and
Stopwaste.org (SW) are interested in parinering with the US EPA to launch their ENERGY STAR High-
rise Multifamily (ESHRMF) program. As part of this effert SFE and SW also propose to assist in
expanding the EPA Indoor Air Plus (AP) program specifications to high-rise multifamily projects; a
qualified consultant will provide the technical work to update these specifications, selected per EPA
procurement policy and requirements. In order to maximize market adoption of these residential enerpy
and indoor air qualify programs, SFE and SW will work with Build It Green's GreenPoint Rated
progeam, which is referenced in many tocal government green building ordinances, and other interested
Green Building programs such as LEED for Homes, to include the pilot in their program’s participation

10/28/200% Page 4 of 16
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SF Baviranment Proposal te tie BPA: Funding Opp 4HOWOFP L0808

criteriz, s effort includes leveraging Loval Govermment resourees and the loesl Utlilty's m{zla’famity

pew copstristion program, Pacific Gas & Blectric’s {PGE) Califorsda Multifamily New Homes
{CRAENH), implercented by Heschong Mahone Greap (HMG).

Parinets and respongibilities inciude:

Key Team Raoles Partaers and Consultants

wembers

San Francisco Idestly pilot projects, provide teshnical assistancs | San Francisco

Department of the | fo profects on green measuzes, market piot Redevelopmant Ageney:

Environment (SFE} | program to City, integrate Pliots to GreenPoint Mayors Otfice of Housing
Rated, work with parteers o define and publish housing developers: TAQ
ESHRMF Particigation and Verification erfteria speeification writer (T80}
for CA

Green Building in | Idensify pilot projects, provide techmical assistance | 14 Menber Cities &

Alpmeda County to projecis on green maeamres, market piiot Uninsorporated County;

(GBAC)Y progragi 1o Cities, integeafe Pilots to GreenPoint | Bulld B Green; housing
Bated, work with partrers o Jefine and peblish develupess; IAQ
BSHANTE Parficipation and Verification criteriz specification writer {TBD}
for Ch, Energy Verification Services

1Inited States Indaoor Alr Plas (IAP) and ENFRGY STAR High- | BPA; ENERGY STAR

Environmengal rise Mudtifamily Pilot programy criteris, sbeling New Homes Programs;

Protection Agency | and masketing supporz Indoor Air Pius Progam

PG&E -California | Provide energy efficiency incentives and techisicnl | Hescheng Mahone Group,

Multifamily New plan check s pilot projects, work with partners to | Ins; Local Govermme

Howmes Pregram define and publish ESHREMF Participation and Programs

{OMIENHY Verifieation criterie for CA

1 working with pilot projects, SY and SPE staf? witl provide assistunce, invhuding:
s Technical supporé to meet ENERGY SUAR Piiot requircenents

Technical support fo meet Temen Bullding Program (LEED for Homes or GPR) requirernenis
Benchmark buildieg {0 frack effectiveness of energy savings measmres installed
ENERGY STAR Marketing Benefits- pubtislty through pablic agency announsaments

57 Bnviroammest Proposal to the EPA: Funding Opp#HQ-OPPE05.03

This project will undertake spacific caleulatipns of greenhiouse gas reductions as measared from the piot
bulidings. Below s ap exampie of the bigger soale potential savings from the GreenPoint Rated
prograr, inchuiag its application to Highrise Mulifamily profects, asing the CARR Methodolegy for
COZe reductions. While the energy and JAQ messiges most divectly reduce building operstional snergy
use in BTUS, the integration with green building progrems will alse help target water savings, reduce the
anrount of washe sert to landfills, promote use of sustainably mamufactured products, and promote
healtiser interior environments. While the CARE scoping plen outlines the polentisl for greenhouse gas
szvings in the sesidential seotor, the savings goals are sppressive md profects sueh as s help tovealize
the potential savings.

. ) BEI67 BEATLA
183,539 3457 103280 | 1204150
SH1 308 35.4% 104,676 | 142,076.4
F62.555 50.45 106085 | 164,026.8
986,647 6562 107,528 | 186,288.6

©193,508 5554 108,508 | 7441608
1,403,008 11623 116404 | 275,258.0
1,615,517 133.95 112011 | 3027478
1,831,347 151,82 113,557 | 3326514
2,046 368 169,55 113,282 | 361,86%5
2,253 é?.‘*’ 114,467 IR0 TI3.0

Conseltation on funding- grants, loans lcentives available R projects,

These pilot projects will set an example for the Higlerise multifamily new construction indastry. (onsus
houeing dats show (hat this multithmily subset Is a growing component of the residantial new
construction matket, as land prices aml awareness sbout reducing sprawd changs lend sse patterss,
representing 173 of all residensial new comstruction in CA,

Eavironmental 2nd health outcemess Consistent with the BPA Pollution Proveation programs gosls
their 2006-2011 stratepic plan, California has set aggressive goals of redusing presnbpuse gas emissions
wmder the ABSZ Climate Change Initiative sooplag vl Green Building Alarmeda County worked wilh
the Culifornis Alr Resource Board {CARB) to ensure that the green bullding und energy measuses in telr
programs are consiatent in mothodology and help to echieve AB32 zoals. The GreenPoint Rated Climate
Caloulator, funded sod managed by Green Building Almeda County, has been revicwed and velted by
CARE and the ©& Energy Comunission {CBC), is referenced iu the AB32 Scoping plas, aud the inpals
#e consistent with CPUC Utility program saviogs methodedogy. The GreenPoint Rated. Climaie
Caleutator quantifies the clinmate change benefits of bullding » specific GreenPoint Rated hotoe that has
been thivd party verified.

\BARIA00T Page §of IG

: S %
Titie 24 ('I°~I4) Energy Average MNatwral (as Usage | Avemge Blestriclly Rednced Peak
Code bty LrsagoHome MW Drerand (KW}
2003 Standard 5188 Z18 317
2608 Standard A8.05 1.87 231

The measures are brozdly grouped inte seven impact categories for the Climate Calealator with
corresponding mesrics and methodolopies:
1. Brergy effictency and energy reduction prasures included fo Title 24 pecformance modeling

2. Buergy issues aof accounted for in Title 24 performance modeling {presciipive energy
requirements, appliances, repewable snergy, reffigerants efo,)

Crailons water use
Tndoor water use

R e

1/2BI200T

Eand use and site plasming effects on ocoupant vehicle use
Biaderdals and recyoling
Advanced refrigerants aud refiigerant leakage.

Page§of 10
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ST Brvircmment Proposat to the BPA: Funding Opp #HQ-OFFT-05-45

The sources of greenhonse gs smissions addressed by the caledbator include:
s Eleetrizity generated by pewer plants: For exﬂmpie 0.49 188 of (e ave srested for every
kHowatt hour (KWh) used in PG&E servies territory.” Each investor owned witity fn Califoroia hes
a comesponding emissions fistor of CO2e depending on fhefr yuix of power sources.

s Blecirlelty demand {rem water use: On average, the consurmption of one mitlion gallons of water
in California requives 3950 KWh of electicity for conveyance and treatmient.? Thus, water savings
can be eguatadd 1o GHE erndssions. For fhe Caleudator, tha setanl location of the projest (Zip code}
wilt be wsed o deternine the amomnt of energy embedded in water

. B‘mtgag with nutural gas: I Califorsda, 11.4 Dhe COye are geverated per therm of natural gas
uged.

¢ Transportaetion as 2 funchion of densty: Bwmisstony from mobile sources are caloulated wsing
velitole miles raveled {VMT), snpine data {e.g. enging type and fuel efficioncy), and GHG
emissions per mile traveled. Roscarch has shown tut the average number of honsing units per
regidential 3ere (which excludes other lond uses) corrlates well with the average vehicle miles
traveled (VIMT): the hgher fhe density the Tower the VMT. As such, it s possible to predict YMT
reduction based on clumpe fn density at fhe vroioct fevel. Hut donsity must be done correetly; the
Calealator only shows savings I alernative rassporiation options and pedestrien-friendly design
are fncinded as well,

s Waste materials going to the landfil Construction waste typicaily includes wood, wallbsard,
cormugaied (cardbeard), concrets, metal, green waste and other debris. Bach Hag = corresponding
OHG emissions factor that i3 a function of embodied energy in produstion, transpartation, and
landfilting.” Material waste streams analyzed in the Caloelator include waod, cardhoard, conorets,
green waste, metal, and mixed materials sent fo recyoling cesters (F the average facility reeycling
rate is known).

« Leakage of refrigerants: Gages used in refrigeration escape af a rate of 2% 2 yeuz, or 1 [h per vesr
fora typics? home application. § Bach refrigerant has an associated global wassming potential (GWE)

related to this amount and firterval that can be compared 1o the same mass of CO2 (uith g GWF of
i

‘Parget A&dmzce
This project will improve the GreenPoint Rated program’s consistency with EPA programs, sud ensare
optimal appiicabiiity to the complex Multifamily Highrise market seetor that includes the following mis
of distinguishing chameteristfes:
v Ownsrshin ve, rental
Adfsrdable mils vs. market sl
Commen areas v, individual wulle
Historke structnres
Condomintums

* 3 & =

Privary Andiences: Mu!!tfam;‘}y developers, buiiding cwners gnd operaiors, including affordable
Bonging, komebiyars, h s & terymgs, Cror privary gosi i3 B create o progrent that wilibea

¥ Califmin Cfmare Action Registry, htpsfaves. ol sotls

Protection {LIALT), 3OLET axd National Assoclation ofﬁwz Ar Amcﬂs {?&M

N0 S1dF Repore: Califorsia™s Water-Bnergy Balanes (Repors CEC 70020051 1-85),

# Califivnia Chreate Action Registry General Reposting Pratocod, Version 2.2, Mareh 2007,

"Ha{w«ﬁm\r Sabm, Smar Gmwﬁ s &::: f?um she Air, Conveniont Nelgkborhood, Sip the Cor, Juan 28050,
Y pdf

b wm Reduetion Model (WARSM) estoulsiar, US RPA, wiwiw. opigov

S BRD HO Refrence Suide Versica 2.7, US Groen Enitding Counell, Ooteber 2005

7z, Cltan Alr and Climate
28
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SF Envit Propost to e EFA: Funding Opp #HQ-OPPT-06-08

driver for muarket fmnsformation. ¥ must appeal to e property owrers and developers and create value
for them, and i must offer clear benefis to the homsowner or tepant

Secondary audiences: Public agencies, Housing Authorities, Utlfitles. Our secondary objective is to
infiuence public policy and tacentive programs within the stste. Greenloint Ratedis a tool for state and
ineal goversment agencies tnimplereenting slimate action plass.

Cutcome Measures

‘The expestad autcornes of this project are:
+  Figh-rise Multifamily ENERGY STAR (HRMPES) and Indoor Alr Plus Mulifamily JAPMF}
progmms’ criteria will be optimized for apphieation to the Califorda market,
+  ‘These program eriteria will be irmplemented and demorstrated in at least two pilot projoets in San
Prancisco and Alamads Countles,
s The criteria wiil be widely sdopted theough the vehicles of green bulding and Utility program
colizboration.
‘FThe environmental cutcomes snd impact will be measured throngh two primary mechanisens: te
GreenPoint Rafed Climate Caloviator, and hailding benshmarking using the EPA ENERGYSTAR
Portfolio Manager. The piiot profects will vesult in specific savings attributed to those buildings s
compared with 2 code minimun bailding Both te simulated (using CEC approved software EaergyPro)
and measured savings will be reporfed. ¥t i assuened that a project meeting Pilof eriterie will zavg on the
magnitude of $2.2 Mbhs of gas, 43 MWh of dlectricity and .63 Xw of peak dermnd above and beyond a
typical code home fmes the nurber of dwelliog wnits in the project. Wide scale market adoption of the
program will replicate those sevings in e nunber of buildings metting the standard. A likely impacs for
the first fhiree years of the High-tise program might be 20 buildings fotafing 10,000 dwelling wnits
statewide.
See details sbout savings assernptions sbove,
Cutput Measures to be delivered as praolect seupe:
+  Convene partners 1o clarify roles and process
*  Trensinte BPA national ENBRGY STAR Pilot program mgderial o Californis version for use in
crammenicating Tequirements to piloi projeets
«  Fngzge consultant for technical specification writing ef IAF program appHcation to muifamily
+  Conduct Indoor Afr Plus analyels for applicability of existing single family RNC progran: 1o High-
tige Mudtifarnily roarket.
*  Add PPA Programs eritevia to GreenPoint Rated New Homes Multifiondly Progrm
« Participats in LEED Homes Mid-rise working group to enstre consistency with sublectarea
exgserts an MF LAGS protosols
+  Select and enrolf participaton of pitat projects
Conduet energy amlysiz of cost-effective improvements, provide assistance to Pilot projects for
greon haodiding program qualification
Vegify piiot projects, colleot billing dita
Renchmartk projects in EPA portfolio manager
Refine Green Building program integration and equivalencies
Develop Case Stediss of Pilots for inclusion in Bulld 7t Green marketing and fraining material
Monitor and evaluaie profecis, report on pHof suovseses and lessons leammed to EPA

*

L JBE T N I

Projects that participate fu the ERHRMPE pilaf recelve:
+  PO&E{CMFNH- Incentives and program sorvives
+  Pree technical suppost to meet ENER(GYY STAR Pilot requirements

1072812003 Papedof 1l
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SF Envir

t Propesai to the EPA: Funding Opp #HQ-OPPT-05-08

SF Envircnment

Froposal to the EPA: Funding Opp.#HQ-OFPPT-69-08

-

Free technical support to meet Green: Building Program (LEED Homes, GPR, Green

Communities) requirements

Benchmark building to track effectiveness of energy savings measures installed

ENERGY STAR Marketing Benefits
Eligibility to participate in EPA IAP Multifamily pilot program

Timeline and Deliverables (revised 7-29-69)

Budget {revised 7-29-09}

assistance to Pilot projects for green building program qualification

Key Deliverables

Development, Pilots, aad post-construction verification Timeline
Convene partrers to clatify roles and process Qet-09
Transiate EPA national program material to California version for Qet-09
use in communicating requirements to pilot projects
Conduct Indoor Air Pius analysis for applicability of existing single | Oct-Dee-08
family RNC program to Highrise Multifarnily market
Pretiminary addition of EPA Programa criteria to Multifamity Aung-0%
GreerrPoing Rated program
Select and enroll participation of pilot projects Got-09
Conduct energy analysis of cost-effective improvements, provide Cet 08-Nov 09

Verify projects, collect billing data

Mar 2010~ Oct 2011

Refine Green Building program ntegration and equivalencies

Mar 2010-Cet 2011

Develop Case Studiesof Pilots

June 2011-0ct 2011

See “Workpian” (aitached) for detailed information.

10/28/2009
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Perseanel Narrative Total
Reguest
SFE Commercial | 24% Oversee grani, evaluation, $16,000 $21,000
GreenBuiding | FTE .reporitng, Identify piiot projects,
Coodinalor Rich provide fechinial assistancs,
Ciien markel program, infegrale Piols
to GreenPint Raled, defins and
publish ESHRMF Participation
SFE Residential | 23°%FTE | Reporting and Eval, (dentify piot | $14,565 § $3.000 | §17,568
Green Buliding projects, fechnical assistange,
Coordinator market program, integrate Pilols
Barry Hoopet to GreenPoinl Raled, define and
publish ESHRMF Perticipation
gnd Vegificalion critaria .
TOTAL R $30,568 | 38,000 | $38,568
Personnel
Fringes at28% |} 0.28 $8559 | §2.240 1 310,799
TOTAL $39,427 | $10,240 ; $49,357
Personnel with
fringss,
- Gonfrac/
pariners
Green Buiiding | Karen Identfy plot projects, provide $23,947 | 55008 $20,947
in Alzmeda Kho tachnical assisiance, market pilof
Cotmly program, inlegrateto GrenPoint
Heather | Rated, work with pariners fo
Lamon | define and pubfish ESHRMF
Participation and Verificaion
griteria for CA, Energy
Consllant Technical assistance. Conbiaclor | $5,000 $9,000
wil be bired in keeping with
standard EPA requitements
TOTAL $32947 | $5000 $37.,947
Consultang
Travel
2 staff, aifare 2nd lodging. One  § 52,000 | § $2.000
conferencs
TOTAL Travel 2060 | § - $2.000
Supplies
Guetreach matedals 32500 | $2500
TOTAL $ - ] 2500 ) 52500
Supplies
Project SubTotal 574,074 | $17,740 | $91,814
indirect ALB% {408 $5926 | $1.419 | §7.345
PROJECT
GRAND TOTAL $80,000 | $19.158 | $99,158
10/28/20G9 Page 1Gof10
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APPLICATION FOR FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
Dater Tuby 27, 2008 RY Tracking # 09-508

NamefAddress of Applicast:  Rich Chien
Departrent of the Enviromment City and Cowsty of San Franciseo
11 Grove Street

San Franeiseo, TA 83102
The Eunvironmental Protection Agency (EPAY Region 9, is pleased 1o anmounce the availability of Suancial assistance a5
follows:

APPLICATION DUEDATE: Angust 4, 2009
FROGRAM TITLE: Foergy STAR Moltifamily High Rise Pllot
X NEW PROJECT  AMENDMENT
STATUTORY AUTHORITY: Clean Alr Act: See. 103
FEDERAL FUNDS AVAILABLE: 580,000
REQUIRED NON-FEDERAL MATCH: $% or 54,211
CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NQ.t 66, 717
DELEGATION OF AUTHORETY (EPA use only): 40 CRR PART 30
WAS THIS PROPOSAL SUBJECT TO COMPETITION (EPA use valyk Yes

Fhe agpication kit {inclading struotions) for REGULAR AWARDS 15 avallable through the Intemet st
S ena. saviresianiS/fundin inedind . If you tequive a kard copy of the applicstion Xit, please contact Kathy

Goelz at 415.572-3702. Please ensure that e “RS Tracking #” {located in the ppper-right hand comer of this guidance letter) i

reflected on the upper-right hand comer of the appifeation (5F-424). Please subwiit the origlnal 2nd one copy of vonr
agplication and a FINAL work glan to the address befow:

Girants Mansgement Cffice, MT5.7
Management and Technieal Services Division
11.8. BPA Region®

78 Hawtherne Stroet

San Pransizen, CA 54105

Please ohiain 4 copy of the Code of Feders! Ropuletions (CFR}, Tille 20, Pars §-49, gad te Office of Manzgement and Budget
OMBY Circulars, which zee applicable to your grant or coopeiztive sgreement, at your local LS. Government Bookstore, <r
from the 115, Government Printing Office 5t {202} 512-1800, or dwough the isternst st hitn/www epp soviiestond/fundine

Questions regarding the application or adimdnistrative/fiseal matters should be referred to Blizabeth Avour, of the Granis
Management Office, 2t {415} 9474264, Fleast call me at (415) F72-3286 reparding programmatic questions {e.g. development
of warkplan).

Sincerely,
57 Eeif Magnavon

EPA Project Officer
e Debbie RaghaelRecigient's Program Manager

Elizabeth Armour, BPA Grexts Spevialist, MTE-7
Mavtha Villarreal, Workleader (WL) Gishureopmipmd o EUDANCERILL Rev, 1170803



Budget Analyst Reference Guide Questions

23. Degeribe the souree of funds.
Environmental Profection Agency-Region 9

24. Describe the grant-funded project clearly, concisely and in layman’s terms,

The ENERGYSTAR/IAP Mutifamily Highrise Pilot is a collaboration of the San

Francisco Department of the Environment (SF Environment), and Alameda County’s Green
Building in (a program of Stopwaste.org) to work with key nonprofii organizations and houging
developers to research and develop a new protocol for ENERGYSTAR in Multifamily High-rise
residential and mixed-use buildings, This is an emergent segment of the residential building
stock that bas yet to implement a unique labeling standard and protocol for ENRGYSTAR
homes, The results of this project will be used as reference for developers and home owners fo
achieve the highest rates of energy savings.

25, Provide context and defail to the grant so that the proposed project can be compared to
current operations.

The lead agency in the project, SF Environment, kas been charged with developing and
supporting environmental actiotis and programs throughout the City and County of San
Francisco. In 2006, San Francisco became the first local goverament to have its greenhouse gas
etnissions certified by the California Climate Action Registry. In addition to its policy work, SF
Environment operates programs and services targeting the municipal, commercial and residential
sectors. ST Enviroument’s Private Sector Gireen Building Program will implement this project. It
leads development and implementation of commercial and residential green building
requirements and initiatives to reduce energy, water and other resource use in buildings, and
provide heaithy indoor environments. Key activities include collaborating with other departments
on implementation of the City’s private sector green building ordmance, and providing technical
assistance, education, and market fransformation strategic support to industry stakehoiders.

This project will result in the development of criteria that increases efficiency in the use of raw
materials, energy and water in San Francisco’s high rise buildings and help the City achieve its
Climate Action Plan goals.

26, Jdentify any ongeing costs for the Department once the grant funds expire, such as new
personnel, new equipment, new leases, etc and how the Department would fand such fature
costs, These funds help the SF Environment Green Building team to perform its regular duties of
supporting the implementation of green building practices throughout the City. There will be no
ongoing costs to SF Environment once grant funds expire.

27. If the grant period has begun before the Departinent bas been given Board of
Supervisor approval, the Department should state why it is late in seeking approval and the
resolution must provide for refroactivity, NA-—the project will start once funds are approved
by the Board of Supervisors.

28. State if the Department has accepted the grant or encumbered any expenses that the
grant funds would reimburse the City. The Department should state why they have either
accepted and/or began expending the grant famds before receiving approval. NA

29. If grant funds have been expended or encumbered, state the amonnt of funds that have
been expended or encumbered and for what purpose. NA

30. X{ there is a significant delay in seeking Board of Supervisor approval from the time the
graut period began, state how the proposed project would be completed in the remaining
period of time available and/or if the Department has asked for or received an extension of
the grant periad. NA
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31, If the grant is 2 multi-year grant, state the amount of the grant in future years and if
future years would be included in the Department’s budget. Include a proposed multivear
budget. This project will span two years and funds will be allotted pmpomcmﬁy to the amount
of work done in each year,

32, Indicate whether or not matching funds are required from the City, and if so, in what
amount and the source of such matching fands. 5% of total budget which is 4,211

33, If matching funds are not required but the Department is providing in-kind
contributions for the grant, the Departinent should clearly state how you are proposing to
provide in-kind contributions. Also state whether these in-kind contributions are new
services to supplement the grant or existing services. This grant helps the Depariment perform
its regular duties.

34. Provide a detailed budget by object including personnel detail, equipment detail and
details on services/consultants/contractors. Each line item in the budget should be
explained. See attached budget

35. The number of full time equivalent positions (FTE), the Job Title, Classification, and
percentage of fringe benefits shonld be clearly stated in the budget of the grant. In most
cases, any position funded nnder a prant should be “G” coded, or designated as a grant
funded position that would terminate when the grapt expires. The resolution should state
that the position(s) should be “G” coded. See attached budget

36. i a portion of the grant funds would be spent on confractual services, the Department
needs to clarify bow these contracts were awarded, whether a sole-souyce or an RFP
process. If a contract is proposed to be awarded on a sole source basis, the Depariment
needs to clearly explain why the Department chose the contractor. The Department should
provide a detailed budget for the contractual services, including the aumber of hours
dedicated to the project and the hourly rate if applicable. SF Environment will provide a sub-
award of $23,947, which will not-be put out to bid because one of the grant requirements of the
funding source is that SFE partner with Green Building in Alameda County: a Program of
Stopwaste.org, which represents the Alameda County Waste Management Authority and Sowrce
Reduction & Recyeling Board. A smaller amount of funding ($9,000) wili be provided to a
contractor who was awarded a Professional Services Contract with the City which was entered
into through si:amiard City procedures for procurement of services. See attached budget for more
detatls,

37. I a Department plans on work-ordering grant funds to another Department, the
Department should note what Department would receive the work-order and what services
will be provided for the work ordered funds. NA

38. Indicate if indirect costs were included in the budget. If indivect costs are included, state
how the indirect cost rate was determined. If indirect costs were not included, indicate why.
Indirect costs of 8%0f total budget which is $ 5,926 were included in the budget This is the
amowunt allowed by the funding agency.

349, 1f travel is included in the budgef, the Department should detail how many people are
traveling, their identities (i.e. City employees or consultants), where they ave going and for
how long. $2,000 of the budget has been allotted for travel by two City employees. Travel will
be done in San Francisco and the Bast Bay. The lenpth of time will be determined by the
conferences held. Overnight stay will not exceed two days,

40. All grant reports must include a form entitled the “Grant Application Infermation |
Form™ with a Disability Access Checklist af the end.
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